
USEPA SF

1270090
Permit (7529 Lonestar renewal) was assigned to me on:
March, 22,1988

Permit expires on: May 6, 1988 - BRB gave extention for
report.

Permit briefing meeting with BRB on: March, 29, 1988

Plan and report review on: April, 5, 1988

Site inspection: ĴĈ if̂ /̂ sZ

Concerns at site: As follows :

1) Central sample site planned for in site pumbing
changes? Is one possible? - î  \*-<~. u.***- eu £J*J> s.a-«~fUf*j*-rrp&iŝ <fa Sa

2) Jim Hawthorn - has he seen and approved of the
proposed connection? ^5

3) Exsisting sewer meeter to monitor all discharges to
the METRO system? y&-s

4) NPDES permit applied for? QoE (Ĵ C*̂ '"-) -^ . û Ĵ y ~

5) Self monitoring for Ph, settable solids, how often,
BRB suggests 4/month for settable solids and that Ph is
not really nee. due to no upper Ph limit, suggest same
freg. as solids if nothing else to check and verify equip.
is functional and operating correctly.

6) Surface water reducing by how much ? % and were ?
report shows 50% plus reduction from 8,840 gpd to 3,500
gpd is this right? and is it maintainable? -# /^^ e?«̂ a ̂ /̂ .-<U..><

/jet ft d!!$.rS<.«, vy-~ -f-o f̂ eX-̂ -f̂ ' <a.&2 -
7) Reuse of surface water based on requirement that it
meet potable, water Ph, standards according to the report .

-

8) Currently permitted for 48k with peaks to 60k keep at
that level or reduce to level closer to planned discharge
from new plant changes.

9) One sewer meter? Accurate to a standard of 5 to 6
% - is that indeed standard?

10) Send to the following for review and comment:

Barry Uchida, Seattle, Ecology

11) According to BRB this pretreatment system will not
have to be reviewed by Ecology, due to nature- Ph
adjustment, o.̂ .̂̂^ t,y fog

12) During peak flows and cso's in the metro system can
this flow be reduced or stopped ?
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